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1 . This written opinion Is the first drawn up by this International Preliminary Examining Authority. 

2. This opinion contains indications relating to the following items: 

Basis of the opinion 
Priority 

Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability 
Lack of unity of invention 

Reasoned statement under Rule 66.2(a)(ii) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 

Certain documents cited 

Certain defects in the international application 

Certain observations on the international application 

3. The applicant is hereby invited to reply to this opinion. 

When? See the time limit Indicated above. The applicant may, before the expiration of that time limit, 
request this Authority to grant an extension, see Rule 66.2(d). 

How? By submitting a written reply, accompanied, where appropriate, by amendments, according to Rule 66.3. 
For the form and the language of the amendments, see Rules 66.8 and 66.9. 

Also: For an additionat opportunity to submit amendments, see Rule 66.4. 

For the examiner's obligation to consider amendments and/or arguments, see Rule 66.4 bis. 
For an infomial communication with the examiner, see Rule 66.6. 

If no reply is filed, the international preliminary examination report will be established on the basis of this opinion. 

4. The final date by which the international preliminary 
examination report must be established according to Rule 69.2 is: 
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Telephone No. +49 89 2399-721 3 \ f^y' J 


^ European Patent Office 
/Sll D-80298 Munich 

Tel. +49 89 2399 - 0 Tx: 523656 epmu d 
Fax: +49 89 2399 - 4465 
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I. Basis of the opinion 

1 . With regard to the elements of the international application (Replacement sheets which have been furnished to 
the receiving Office in response to an invitation under Article 14 are referred to in this opinion as "originally 
filed"): 

Description, Pages 

1-10 as originally filed 

Claims, Numbers 

1 -20 as originally filed 

Drawings, Sheets 

1>5-5fi as originally filed 

2. With regard to the language, all the elements marked above were available or furnished to this Authority in the 
language in which the ihtemational application was filed, unless othenA^ise indicated under this item. 

These elements were available or furnished to this Authority in the following language: , which is: 

□ the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of the international search (under Rule 23.1 (b)). 

□ the language of publication of the international application (under Rule 48.3(b)). 

□ the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of intemational preliminary examination (under 
Rule 55.2 andybr 55.3). 

3. With regard to any nucleotide andA>r amino acid sequence disclosed In the international application, the 
intemational preliminary examination was carried out on the basis of the sequence listing: 

□ contained in the international application in written form. 

□ filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority in written form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority in computer readable form. 

□ The statement that the subsequently furnished written sequence listing does not go beyond the disclosure 
in the international application as filed has been furnished. 

□ The statement that the information recorded in computer readable form is identical to the written sequence 
listing has been furnished. 

4. The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of: 

□ the description, pages: 

□ the claims, Nos.: 

□ the drawings, sheets: 

5. □ This opinion has been established as if (some of) the amendments had not been made, since they have 

been considered to go beyond the disclosure as filed (Rule 70.2(c)). 

6. Additional observations, if necessary: 
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V. Reasoned statement under Rule 66.2(a)(ii) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial 
applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

1, Statement 

Novelty (N) Claims 1-5 

Inventive step (IS) Claims 
Industrial applicability (lA) Claims 

2. Citations and explanations 
see separate sheet 
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Novelty, inventive step , and industrial applicability fitem V) 



Claim 1 



1. 



® 



2. 



From EP0443519 (D1) (see column 9, line 9 to column 1 1 , line 56 and figures 3 
and 4) there is known a combination of a first container 10 and a second container 
30 to form a dispensing unit, which first and second containers 10,30 each have a 
reservoir 24,44 for a liquid substance and a pump, which is secured to the 
reservoir 24,44, can be actuated by hand and has a dispensing opening 16,36 
and a pump actuating button 12,32 for dispensing substance from the reservoir 
24,44, which combination also comprises coupling means 18,20,26; 38,40,46 for 
coupling together the first and second containers 10,30 in a position next to one 
another, wherein the coupling means 1 8,20,26;38,40,46 comprise: one or more 
first coupling members 18,20,26, which are arranged on the first container 10, and 
one or more second coupling means 38,40,46, which are arranged on the second 
container 30 and which can each be directly coupled to an associated first 
coupling member 18,20,26 on the first container 10. 

Thus, it appears that the subject-matter of claim 1 is not new as required by Article 
33(2) PCT. 



Document (D1) (loc. cit.) further comprises the combination according to claim 1 , 
in which 

a first coupling member and an associated second coupling member are each 
arranged fixedly on the assembly of reservoir and pump of the associated 
container in order to create a stable coupling between the assemblies of reservoir 
and pump of the two containers (claim 2); 

a first coupling member and an associated second coupling member are each 
arranged fixedly on the pump-actuating button of the associated container in order 
to create a stable coupling between the pump-actuating buttons of the two 
containers (claim 3); 

associated first and second coupling members are designed to form an optionally 
releasable click-fit connection to one another (claim 4); and 

the click-fit connection is an optionally releasable sliding click-fit connection (claim 



Claims 2 to 5 
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5). 

The temns "click-fit connection" or "sliding click-fit connection" do not have a 
generally accepted meaning which would define a difference to the groove and 
tongue-like connection disclosed in (D1). 

4. Thus, it appears that the subject-matter of claims 2 to 5 is not new as required by 
Article 33(2) PCT. 

Independent claim 20 

5. Independent claim 20 does not provide any technical features that would define 
the container. Thus, independent claim 20 contravenes Article 6 PCT in that it is 
not clear. 



Certain defects in the international aPDlication 

6. Reference numerals are missing after the technical features of the claims (see 
Rule 6.2b) and PCT Preliminary Examination Guidelines, Chapter Mi, 4.1 1). 



Further pro secution 

7. Taking into account the state of the art as cited in the search report the Applicant 
may submit a new independent claim 1 based on matter which he regards as 
meeting the requirements of the PCT. If, e.g., the Applicant sees an invention in 
the specific securing collar as defined in particular in claim 6, he is invited to 
submit a new independent claim 1 based on this subject-matter. 

8. The new independent claim should again be drafted in the two-part form specified 
in Rule 6.3b) of the PCT in which claim the features known from document (D1) 
are part of the prior art portion. The characterising portion should contain the 
essential features which, in combination with the features of the first part it is de- 
sired to protect, i.e. the features which the invention adds to the prior art and 
which distinguish it clearly from the prior art. 

9. Reference numerals should be added after the technical features of the claims. 
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This should be done in both parts of claims having the two-part form specified in 
Rule 6.3b) PCT (see Rule 6.2b) PCT and Preliminary Examination Guidelines 
Chapter III, 4.11). 

10. The description should be rendered consistent with the new claims (see Rule 
5.1a)iii) PCT). Document (D1) reflecting the most relevant prior art should be cited 
by number followed by a brief summary of the relevant contents (see Rule 5.1a)il) 
of the PCT). 

1 1 . Care should be taken during the revision of the claims and the description not to 
add subject-matter which extends beyond the content of the application as origi- 
nally filed (see Article 34(2)b) PCT). 

1 2. The Applicant is requested to file amendments (made by hand to copies of the 
working script where appropriate) by way of replacement pages, avoiding un- 
necessary recasting of the description. It should be obvious from which points of 
the original application documents the amendments are derived. Furthermore, the 
Applicant is reminded of the fact that in the PCT procedure the examiner is not 
allowed to add to the application documents any amendments however minor they 
may be. 
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